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A objection to the judge should be properly made by petition or motion, conforming to the applicable statute. 


In order to invoke the jurisdiction of the court to pass on disqualification of a judge, ! the objection to the judge should be 


properly made? by petition? or motion, conforming to the statute? in force at the time the application is made.° 
Except as otherwise provided by statute, the objection cannot be made by way of challenge,’ demurrer,” or plea.” An informal 


request to the court, or failure to comply with the statute because of an expectation of denial, however well founded, cannot 


be substituted for compliance with the statute. 1o 
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Footnotes 
1 Ariz.—Jenkins v. Skelton, 21 Ariz. 663, 192 P. 249 (1920). 

Ky.— Tolliver v. Commonwealth, 165 Ky. 312, 176 S.W. 1190 (1915). 
2 Ga.—Williamson v. State, 40 Ga. App. 496, 150 S.E. 464 (1929). 
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U.S.—In re Fox West Coast Theatres, 25 F. Supp. 250 (S.D. Cal. 1936), order aff'd, 88 F.2d 212 (C.C.A. 
9th Cir. 1937). 
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